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as " the trumpery of Antichrist " and to Queen Henrietta as "a daughter of Heth." He was sentenced to fine, imprisonment, branding, and the cropping of both ears. Again there seems to have been an intention to remit the corporal punishment, but Leighton defeated it by escaping from prison. He was recaptured and half the sentence executed.
Finally, there was William Prynne. He had been warned before for his controversial writings, and in 1634 he brought out a colossal tome called Histriomastix, a wholesale assault on the theatre. He was accused of libelling the Queen, then busy with preparations for a new play at Court. His sentence was the same as Leighton's; it was executed in full; it seems barbarously extreme. It is dear that the Court was not only striking at a libeller but at a whole system of thought—if it can be called thought—which represents not only acting as a mortal sin, but also dancing, keeping Christmas, lighting bonfires, and even " dressing up houses with green ivy."
The sentence did not, at the time, seem to be a mistake. Its brutality was not in question: Prynne had urged similar punishments for actors, with hanging for those who persevered in their wicked profession. There is no evidence of popular indignation, and Prynne's fellow-lawyers declared their approval of the sentence by inviting Charles and Henrietta to a play at the Inns of Court. The only protest was against the humiliation being inflicted on a man of position, because " neither his academical nor banister's gown " could save him. Nevertheless, it is generally a mistake to provide opponents with a martyr. Prynne had some of the stuff from which martyrs are made : he was to persevere, to be arraigned again and suffer, amid great indignation, with two companions, before he ended his curious life as keeper of the Tower archives, antiquary, and friend of Charles II.
Meanwhile the King had three kingdoms to rule, and six or seven millions of men. If he punished a few Puritans,

